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Response to Amendment 
The examiner acknowledges canceled claims 1 7 and 1 9 and currently amended 
claims 9 and 1 8. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 9-1 5, 1 8 and 20 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Therefore, rejection of claims 9-1 5, 1 8 and 20 follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such 
that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner 
to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 9-1 5, 1 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gokcebay (5,337,043) in view of Ayala et al. (2002/0014950) 
Mabuchi et al. (5,774,065) and Hurskainen et al. (6,1 55,089). 
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Regarding claim 9, Cokcebay teaches a locking security system, comprising: 
a key (Fig. 2, key 16), including a first storage which stores identification 
information (coded data 20); 
a network (figs. 1 and 7); 

a manager (Figs. 1 and 7, col. 6, lines 1 -3 manager operating processing unit 1 5 
and programming unit 1 7), connected to the network; 

at least one terminal (Fig. 1 , terminal units or access control units 1 2a, 1 2b), 
connected to the manager via the network, the terminal provided with a door (Fig.l , 
doors 12 and 14); 

a lock section, provided in the terminal and actuated by the key (Fig. 1 , key 1 6) to 
lock or unlock the door; 

a receiver (Fig. 5, Key Reader 26), provided in the terminal to acquire the 
identification information from the key; 

a second storage (Fig. 5, memory associated with small local processor 46), 
provided in the terminal to store registration information of the key; 

and a checker (Fig. 5, authentication comparison associated with processor 46), 
which determines whether the identification information acquired by the receiver 
matches with the registration information. 

But Gokcebay does not teach a limiter, which restricts an unlocking actuation of 
the key when the checker determines that the identification information does not 
match with the registration information; and the manager includes a writer which 
rewritably records the identification information in the first storage, wherein the writer 
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updates the identification information stored in the key when the restriction for the 
unlocking actuation of the limiter is released. 

However, Ayala teaches, in the art of entry system, manager is writing-in the 
code in the key (par. -01 0) for the purpose of providing improved security access. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the manager includes a writer which rewritably records 
the identification information in the first storage in the device of Gokcebay because 
Cokcebay suggests the user includes a writer which rewritably records the 
identification information in the first storage and Ayala teaches manager is writing-in 
the code in the key (par.-Ol 0) for the purpose of providing improved security access. 

Likewise, Mabuchi teaches, in the art of entry system, a writer which rewritably 
records the identification information in the first storage, wherein the writer updates 
the identification information stored in the key when the restriction for the unlocking 
actuation of the limiter is released (col. 6, lines 42-49, updated identification code 
comprising updated rolling code and actuation code) for the purpose of providing 
improved security access. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in 
the art at the time the invention was made to include a writer which rewritably records 
the identification information in the first storage, wherein the writer updates the 
identification information stored in the key when the restriction for the unlocking 
actuation of the limiter is released in the first storage in the device of Gokcebay 
because Gokcebay suggests the user includes a writer which rewritably records the 
identification information in the first storage and Mabuchi teaches a writer which 
rewritably records the identification information in the first storage, wherein the writer 
updates the identification information stored in the key when the restriction for the 
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unlocking actuation of the limiter is released for the purpose of providing improved 
security access. 

Likewise, Hurskainen teaches, in the art of lock system, a limiter (col. 8, lines 
22-36, coupling member 23 or limiter protrudes into locking mechanism 22 or recess 
22a upon non-matching of code), which restricts an unlocking actuation of the key 
when the checker determines that the identification information does not match with 
the registration information for the purpose of providing unlocking. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include a limiter, which restricts an unlocking actuation of the key when the 
checker determines that the identification information does not match with the 
registration information in the device of Cokcebay because Cokcebay suggests 
unlocking via key and Hurskainen teaches a limiter, which restricts an unlocking 
actuation of the key when the checker determines that the identification information 
does not match with the registration information for the purpose of providing 
unlocking. 

Regarding claim 10, Cokcebay teaches the locking security system as set forth 
in claim 9, wherein the checker is provided in the terminal (Fig. 5, authentication 
comparison associated with local processor 46). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Gokcebay teaches the locking security system as set forth in 
claim 9, wherein the checker is provided on the network between the terminal and the 
manager (fig. 1 , processing unit with ID memory 1 5). 

Regarding claim 1 2, Cokcebay teaches the locking security system as set forth 
in claim 9, wherein the checker is provided in the manager (fig. 1 , programming unit 
1 7 suggests manager). 



Application/Control Number: 10/780,672 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2635 

Regarding claim 1 3, Cokcebay teaches the locking security system as set forth 
in claim 9, wherein the key includes a first communicator and the receiver includes a 
second communicator so that information including the identification information is 
communicated (Fig. 5, authentication comparison associated with processor 46 with 
first communication to transmit and second communication to check with stored ID). 

Regarding claim 1 4, Mabuchi, continues, as claimed in claim 1 3, to teach radio 
wave communication (Fig. 1 , transmitter 1 and receiver 1) is performed between the 
first communicator and the second communicator. 

Regarding claim 1 5, Gokcebay teaches the locking security system as set 
forth in claim 9, wherein the manager includes a third storage a storage (col. 1 1 , lines 
8-1 1 , group processor A, B or C storing ID suggests third storage) which stores 
unlocked information when the restriction of the unlocking actuation of the limiter is 
released. 

All subject matters in claim 1 8 are disclosed in claim 9, and therefore rejection 
of the subject matters expressed in claim 18 are met by references and associated 
arguments applied to rejection of claim 9. 

Regarding claim 20, Gokcebay teaches the locking method as set forth in claim 
1 8, further comprising the step of storing unlocked information when the releasing 
step is performed (col. 1 1, lines 24-28, receiving report from processors suggests log 
of releasing step of the key user). 
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Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date 
of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matsuichiro Shimizu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3066. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Michael Horabik, can be reached on 571-272-3068. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-3068. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703- 
305-8576). 

Matuichiro Shimizu A\ A 



Contact In formation 





